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REMARKS 

The Applicants would like to thaxJc the Exajoainer for his quick reply to the After Final 
response filed heretofore. Upon careful review and consideration of tfie Examiner's reuifflks, tiie 
Applicants respectfully mftiTi t^i^ that the Kim reference cannot be combined with the Clark 
reference for at least the following reasons. 

In the Advisory Action, the Examiner agrees with the Applicants that, "Kim teaches the 
outputting of only digital signal, therefore can only be displayed on a digital display device..."' 
and iherefoxe Kim can only be used with digital di^lay devices. In spite of tiiis admission, 
however, the Examiner still maintains that the Kim reference can be combined with the Claric 
reference even though the Clark reference teaches both analog and digital displays without 
restriction. The Ecaminer states that Clark "clearly teaches that preference of the type of monitor 
(digital or analog) may be desired for utilization depending on certain environment, more 
specifically, for applications such as CAD, video editing, and financial applications, an analog 
display (CRT) is prefOTed..."- However since the Examiner has admitted that Kim only teaches 
distal displays and Clark teaches botti analog and digital displays without any restriction 
whatsoever, then the Applicants believe that the proposed combination of Kim and Clark would 
render the prior art unsatisfactory for its intended purpose in contradiction to MPBP 2143.01 V. 
The Applicants base this belief; in part, on the admission that Kim only teaches digital displays 
(analog displays are precluded) and therefore, by combining Kim and Clark, the entire purpose of 
Claik has been rendered unsatisfactory for its intended purpose (determining wheth^ a monitor 
is distal or analog in nature). 

Furthermore, the Applicants believe that the combination of Kim and Claric changes the 
princq)le of operation of at least Kim in contradiction of MPEP 2143.01 VI. Since Kim is strictly 
limited to ascertaining if a connector on a digital display device should be configured as a DVI-D 
(digital source'^ or DVI-A (analog source'^ connector based upon a whether the source is analog or 
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digital, Kim would have to conteznplate analog displays if combined with Clailc in contradiction 

of the Bxamin^s preyions admission. 

Acscordingly, the Applicants reiterate their earlier argument that the Kim refisrence 

cannot be combined with the Claric reference and therefore respectfully request that the Examiner 

withdraw the obviousness type regections of the pending claims based upon these references- 
All Training dependent claims depend either directly or indirectly from claims 1, 8 and 

IS and are also believed to be allowable. 

Therefore, the Applicants believe tb^ all pending claims are allowable. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of (he foregoing, it is respectfully submitted fhat all pending claims axe allowable. 
Should the Examiner believe that a fuitfier tel^hone conference would expedite ihs prosecntion 
of this application, the undersigned can be readied at the telephone numba' set out below. 



Respectfully st^ihiitted, 
BEYEg,W5AVER & THOMAS, LLP 




P.O. Box 70250 
Oakland, CA 94612-0250 
(650) $61-8300 



Fftcrazano 
;ro. 44^105 
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